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in exercise of the police power of the state. 26 Am. & Eng. Ency. of Law, 
(Ed. 2) 661, 662, and cases cited. And in Cooley, Const. Lim. *io,5, the lim- 
itation on the power in a municipal corporation to control the owners of 
property is stated thus : "Except as to incidental powers, and which need 
not be, though they usually are, mentioned in the charter, the charter itself 
on the general law under which they exist, is the measure of the authority to- 
be exercised. And the general disposition of the courts in this country has 
been to confine municipalities within the limits that a strict construction of the 
grants of powers in their charters will assign to them; thus applying sub- 
stantially the same rule that is applied to charters of private incorporation." 
The application of these principles to the statute under consideration, which 
it must be admitted is very broad in its terms, seems to justify the conclusion 
of the court that the words " 'all repairs' should be limited to mean such 
repairs as affect the fire risk'' 

Municipal Corporations — PoucE Power — Health — Validity of Ordi- 
nance Regulating Location of Laundries. — A Chinese laundryman, detained 
in custody for violation of an ordinance prohibiting the operating of a public 
laundry in any portion of a building used as a store, petitioned for a writ 
of habeas corpus. Held, that the ordinance is not unreasonable or oppressive, 
but is a valid exercise of police power to promote the public health and 
the writ must be denied. Ex parte San Chung (1909), — Cal. App. — , 
105 Pac. 609. 

The police power is very broad and is exercised to promote public health 
but it is subordinate to the constitution. In re Jacobs, 98 N. Y. 98, 50 Am. 
Rep. 636 ; Ex parte Sing Lee, 96 Cal. 354, 356, 31 Pac. 245, 246, 24 L. R. A. 195,. 
31 Am. St. Rep. 218. And the courts will declare invalid a law which is a mere 
pretense to protect public health "or which passes "entirely beyond the limits 
which bound the police power, and infringes upon rights secured by the funda- 
mental law." Ex parte Whitwell, 98 Cal. 73, 78, 32 Pac. 870, 872, 19 L. R. A. 
727, 35 Am. St. Rep. 152; Mugler v. Kansas, 123 U. S. 623, 661, 8 Sup. Ct. 
273, 297, 31 L. Ed. 205. But the fact that a regulation designed to promote the 
public health imposes unequal restrictions on different persons does not furnish 
just ground for declaring the law void. Barbicr v. Connolly, 113 U. S. 27, 31, 
5 Sup. Ct. 357, 359, 28 L. Ed. 923. Although the foregoing principles are well 
established yet it is often difficult to apply them in a particular case. A con- 
sideration of modern ideas in sanitation and "the broader conception of the 
duty of the municipality in regard to the preservation and protection of the 
public health" forces us to the conclusion that although formerly such an 
ordinance as that in question might have been "regarded as an unwarranted 
encroachment upon the rights of the individual," the court in the case under 
discussion made a proper application of well settled principles. 

Negligence — Liability of Proprietor of Place of Amusement to Cus- 
tomer.— The plaintiff went into a billiard hall, of which the defendants were 
joint owners, for the purpose of playing a game of pool. While peaceably 
enjoying his game, with one of the proprietors present, a fight started among 
some intoxicated occupants of the resort, during which one of the disorderly 



